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publications	 in	 Digital	 Journalism,	 prominent	 book	 publications	 in	 the	 field,	 and	 the	
impact	of	this	research.	Steensen	et.	al.	(2019)	analysed	keywords	and	citations	across	all	
issues	 of	 Digital	 Journalism	 to	 identify	 the	 dominant	 themes,	 degrees	 of	 diversity,	
interdisciplinary,	 as	 well	 as	 biases	 and	 blind	 spots.	 On	 such	 basis	 they	 conclude	 by	
offering	-	to	some	extent	-	an	empirically	based	definition,	from	which	they	problematize	
research	 developments.	 This	 includes,	 but	 is	 not	 limited	 to,	 that	 some	 concepts	 are	
introduced	 in	 publications	 yet	 become	 little	 used	 by	 others.	 There	 is	 a	 tendency,	 for	













digital	 and	 non-digital	 forms,	 reflecting	 a	 difference	 of	 degree	 rather	 than	 kind.	 Its	
rhetoric	 heralds	 the	 hopes	 and	 anxieties	 associated	 with	 sustaining	 the	 journalistic	
enterprise	as	worthwhile.	Digital	journalism,	she	contends	constitutes	the	most	recent	of	
many	 conduits	 over	 time	 that	 have	 allowed	 us	 to	 imagine	 optimum	 links	 between	
journalism	 and	 the	 public.	 Zelizer	 highlights	 that	 the	 rise	 of	 networks,	 de-
institutionalization	 and	 de-professionalization,	 increased	 participation	 and	 personal	
agency	have	all	been	viewed	as	positive	to	enhance	democracy,	but	we	should	always	
consider	 whether	 some	 structures	 –	 hierarchical,	 institutional	 or	 professional	 might	
indeed	be	a	good	thing.	Further,	she	calls	for	broadened	discussion	on	transparency,	from	
anonymity	 in	 the	 news	 to	 the	 issues	 present	 in	 the	 blurring	 of	 boundaries	 between	
fantasy	and	reality.	Zelizer	asks	us	to	take	more	time	to	consider	how	news	is	produced	
and	 avoid	 what	 has	 been	 described	 elsewhere	 in	 academic	 literature	 as	 ‘digital	
distraction’.	Ultimately,	she	implores	scholars	to	give	a	greater	nod	to	history	rather	than	
a	 fixation	on	novelty,	which	 similarily	Baym	(2018)	has	argued	 in	her	analysis	of	 the	
music	industries	and	Hamilton	(2018)	in	examining	the	origins	of	broadcasting.	
	
Waisbord	 (2019)	 repurposes	 the	 classic	 “5ws	 and	 1H”	 framework	 for	 understanding	
digital	 journalism.	 A	 brief	 detour	 into	 the	 history	 of	 this	 time-honoured	 formula	 is	
perhaps	 pertinent	 to	 consider	 the	 balance	 of	 change	 and	 continuity	 that	 we	 will	
emphasise	 later	 in	 this	 essay.	 The	 5ws	 and	 1H,	 for	 example,	 stretches	 back	 as	 far	 as	
Aristotle	and	popularized	in	poetry	by	British	writer	Rudyard	Kipling	at	the	turn	of	the	
20th	century.	 It	 emerged	 as	 a	 result	 of	 significant	 social	 and	 technological	 change	 and	
signalled	a	 shift	 from	 	stories	written	with	a	more	 flamboyant	narrative	 style	 (see	eg:	
Errico,	1997).	It	reminds	us	how	industrialization	and	technology	can	unsettle	journalism	














reinforce	 power,	 educate	 and	 influence”	 that	 all	 must	 be	 carefully	 considered	 in	 an	




that	 while	 “participation	 in	 news”	 may	 not	 necessarily	 have	 virtuous	 democratic	
consequences,	there	are	certainly	more	news	produsers	that	highlight	the	growing	power	























Robinson,	 Lewis	 and	 Carlson	 (2019)	 not	 only	 adopt	 a	 phrase	 like	 transformation	 to	
discuss	digital	journalism	–	they	set	out	to	develop	a	theoretical	framework	in	which	to	
understand	this	process.	They	offer	a	distinct	contrast	 to	Waisbord’s	emphasis	on	the	
revolutionary	 changes	 in	 social	 and	 public	 life.	 To	 Robinson,	 Lewis	 and	 Carlson,	
transformation	 is	 a	 richer	 idea	 than	 that	 of	 change	 or	 revolution	 because	 it	 does	 not	
assume	or	equate	to	progress	or	the	shedding	of	endemic	structures.	Rather	it	encourages	
a	 research	perspective	 “centered	on	change	whilst	 also	allowing	 for	maintenance	of	 a	




ecology	 is	 being	 reconstituted	 by	 mobile	 technology,	 social	 media	 and	 other	 digital	
platforms.	 The	 process	 -	 or	 myriad	 of	 practices	 -	 that	 shape	 transformation	 can	 be	








Duffy	 and	 Ang	 highlight	 -	 as	 do	 all	 of	 our	 authors	 in	 this	 issue	 -	 the	 difficulty	 in	
disentangling	journalism	from	digital	technology.	In	an	approach	similar	to	Steensen	et	
al,	 they	 draw	 on	 keywords	 from	 articles	 in	 Digital	 Journalism	 to	 reveal	 a	 persistent	
newsroom-first	approach	(see	also	Wahl	Jorgensen,	2009)	that	tend	to	emphasise	how	
digitisation	brings	opportunities	to	journalism	that	have	not	been	realised	or	explore	a	
recurring	 theme	 of	 boundary	 work.	 Instead,	 they	 suggest	 digital	 journalism	 studies	
should	 lose	 the	 normative	 accretions	 surrounding	 journalism	 and	 begin	 with	 the	
principles	of	digitisation.	They	balance	a	more	direct,	yet	broader	societal	approach	to	
calling	 for	scholarship	that	privileges	 the	 ‘digital’	 over	 ‘journalism’.	As	a	result,	digital	
journalism	becomes	the	embodiment	of	digital	principles	-	“Digitisation	sets	the	agenda	
for	 journalism	 to	 follow,	 rather	 than	 journalism	 setting	 the	 agenda	 for	 its	 digital	
incarnation	 to	 live	 up	 to	 -	 or	 not”.	 By	 digitalisation,	 they	 draw	 on	 the	 scholarship	 of	










epistemological	 differences	 influencing	 research	 in	 this	 space.	 In	 the	 final	 essay,	 we	
advance	these	ideas	further	by	refining	and	defining	what	we	mean	by	digital	journalism	
studies	(Eldridge,	Hess,	Tandoc	and	Westlund,	2019)	to	offer	some	clarity	for	researchers	
in	 the	 field,	whilst	embracing	the	diversity	of	 ideas	and	ways	of	connecting	the	digital	
with	journalism.	Our	central	concern	is	to	lay	the	foundations	for	digital	journalism	as	
existing	within	its	own	distinctive	field,	that	is,	moving	beyond	its	place	as	a	sub-field	of	
journalism	studies.	 In	 the	 concluding	article	of	 this	 special	 issue,	we	present	what	we	
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